Background: Uncontrolled haemorrhage is still the leading cause of preventable death after trauma and the primary focus of any treatment strategy should be related to early detection and control of blood loss including haemostasis. Methods: For assessing management practices across six European level I trauma centres with academic interest and research in the field of coagulopathy an online survey was conducted addressing local management practice for bleeding trauma patients including algorithms for detection, management and monitoring coagulation disorders and immediate interventions. Each centre provided their locally applied massive transfusion protocol.
Introduction
Modern trauma care has demonstrated to lower mortality by creating multidisciplinary evidence-based treatment algorithms for the bleeding trauma patient, by creating awareness among the involved medical specialties and by improving mutual understanding [1, 2] . Several examples have emphasized the value of treatment algorithms in improving trauma care and, vice-versa, deviations from these pathways have increased both morbidity and mortality with a three-fold increased mortality in the subgroup of major deviations [3, 4] . Riskin and colleagues have reported a reduction in mortality from 45 to 19 % after the implementation of a massive transfusion protocol for bleeding trauma patients in their local setting [4] . But despite major improvements in resuscitation that have been integrated into clinical trauma care, uncontrolled haemorrhage is still one of the leading causes of preventable death after injury [5] [6] [7] [8] . Therefore, the primary focus of any treatment strategy should be related to the early detection and control of blood loss including haemostasis. The need for an efficient and rapid treatment of patients with uncontrolled bleeding and coagulopathy becomes evident since half of all trauma-related deaths occur within 6 h of hospital admission [9, 10] . One quarter of all severely injured and haemodynamically shocked patients develop clotting abnormalities within minutes of injury. This exacerbates life-threatening bleeding and is associated with dramatically increased morbidity and mortality [11] .
Although most facilities have implemented guidelines and protocols to quickly assess and treat trauma patients to date, there is high diversity in clinical practice including diagnosis of major bleeding and trauma-induced coagulopathy [3, 4, [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] . These protocols may vary depending upon local infrastructure and logistics, thus, making outcome comparisons between individual centres rather difficult.
The present study aims to describe the current clinical practice management for severely bleeding trauma patients across six central and northern European level I trauma centres with long standing scientific expertise in the field of coagulopathy. All centres are founding members of the International Trauma Research Network (INTRN) and currently run the EU FP-7-funded research project "Targeted Action to Cure Trauma-Induced Coagulopathy (TACTIC)" which aims to deliver universal guidelines for different environments on how to treat haemostatic abnormalities in trauma (http://www.tacticgroup.dk/).
Material and methods

Trauma centres
The founding trauma centres affiliated to the INTRN that are also involved in the EU FP-7 TACTIC project are the Oslo University Hospital Ulleval (Oslo (OSL), Norway), Rigshospitalet Copenhagen (Copenhagen (CPH), Denmark), Academic Medical Centrum (Amsterdam (AMC), The Netherlands), John Radcliffe Hospital (Oxford (OXF), UK), Royal London Hospital (London (RLH), UK), Cologne Merheim Medical Center, University Witten/Herdecke (Cologne (COL), Germany) (Fig. 1) .
As part of a EU FP-7 TACTIC work package (WP 3) the present study aims to describe the current clinical practice management for severely bleeding trauma patients across six central and northern European level I trauma centres who are EU FP-7 TACTIC affiliated partners. The participation of other centres was not taken into account.
Online survey
An online survey was designed and programmed with accreditation and support of the IT division of the University Witten/Herdecke using the Lime Survey application (http://www.limesurvey.org/). The survey included a set of 13 questions to be answered via single or multiple-choice answers, a drop down menu and one description field for manual entry (Additional file 1). The link to access the questionnaire was distributed via mail to the INTRN-site leads of the centres mentioned above.
Massive transfusion protocols (MTPs) and algorithms
Each centre was further requested to provide their local treatment algorithms and massive transfusions protocols that are activated for the management of bleeding trauma patients in their local settings.
Results
Characterization of the six trauma centres
Trauma centres in London and Oslo receive the greatest number of severely injured patients (ISS ≥16) with more than 400 patients admitted per year, followed by Copenhagen (301-400 patients), Amsterdam and Oxford (201-300 patients), and Cologne (101-200 patients; Table 1 ). All centres declared that less than 10 % of their patients are considered as severe, coagulopathic bleeders requiring haemostatic therapy including a massive transfusion. Half of the centres reported that pre-hospital blood product administration (CPH, OSL, and OXF) was available. In-hospital rapid administration of blood products, mostly within less than 15 min, is facilitated by an in-house blood bank in all centres. All centres provide multidisciplinary teams for the initial treatment of bleeding trauma patients in the resuscitation room. Almost all reported having immediate access to standard blood products and haemostatic agents including single factor concentrates as shown in Table 3 provides an overview of parameters and diagnostic procedures locally in use to assess, diagnose and monitor haemostatic abnormalities and coagulopathy in bleeding trauma patients. The majority of the centres reported using standard laboratory and coagulation tests (haemoglobin (Hb), INR, quantitative fibrinogen and platelet counts) combined with imaging (conventional X-ray ultrasonography and computed tomography) to rapidly assess and monitor haemostatic disorders/coagulopathy. The level of shock is usually determined via point-of-care arterial blood gas (ABG) analysis providing quick information on acid-base status, lactate and pH. Most of the laboratory results are available within 30 min or latest within 1 h, irrespective of centre. Half of all centres or even fewer run functional assays such as viscoelastic tests, aggregometry or functional fibrinogen tests. One centre (COL) assesses patients via a scoring system predicting a massive transfusion that integrates clinical and laboratory findings (e.g. Trauma Associated Severe Haemorrhage (TASH)).
Local haemostasis, resuscitation and coagulation management in case of major bleeding
Key measures in most centres in the acute phase are control of local bleeding sources via tourniquets and compression, the achievement and maintenance of systolic blood pressure via crystalloid volume administration and/ or vasopressors, measures to further prevent temperature loss and acidosis and damage control strategies (Fig. 2) . All centres recognize the importance of time management in the initial resuscitation of bleeding and coagulopathic trauma patients. For the initial correction of haemostatic abnormalities and coagulopathy, standard blood products, fibrinolysis inhibitor tranexamic acid (TXA), and coagulation factor concentrates either as single factors or in different combinations are immediately available and in use ( Table 2) . 
Activation of the algorithms/protocols
The algorithms and protocols are mostly activated according to clinical assessment indicating (suspected) active/uncontrolled haemorrhage and shock/hypoperfusion combined with poor responsiveness to initial fluid resuscitation and a continuous arterial blood pressure of below 90 mmHg. The immediate administration of tranexamic acid (TXA) in cases of severe trauma and/or shock prior to any other measure or action is a principle component within all algorithms and protocols provided.
The first blood samples are analysed for full blood count including platelets, standard coagulation parameters (PT and aPTT), fibrinogen and cross matching. Extended viscoelastic testing on a routine basis is performed in two centres (COL and CPH), and upon availability in other centres (OXF, AMC).
Emergency transfusion
All centres provide O Rhesus negative blood units for immediate blood transfusion and switch over to group specific blood bags as soon as cross typing is performed. All algorithms provided address environmental factors further contributing and augmenting coagulopathy and shock, such as hypothermia, acidosis, hypovolaemia and hypocalcaemia. Likewise, all algorithms address antagonism of anticoagulants such as vitamin K and heparin, if intake is known or suspected.
Transfusion packs and ratios
Four centres (RLH, OXF, AMC, and OSL; Figs. 5 and 6 Additional files 2 and 3) work with fixed transfusion packages delivered by the local blood banks upon algorithm/protocol activation with blood products aimed to be administered in specified ratios ( Table 4 ). The packages differ between centres with regard to their blood product components and three centres distinguish between two types of packages with second packs (pack B) continuously administered in cases of ongoing bleeding (Table 4) . Apart from the first packs, which generally contain standard universal blood products, the second packs also usually contain coagulation factor concentrates according to local availability, for example fibrinogen or cryoprecipitate. A clinical and laboratory reassessment is usually scheduled after each pack administered or at pre- 
Target values and end points of resuscitation
It is of utmost importance that algorithms and protocols are discontinued in a timely manner, given the inherent risk of circulatory overload resulting from rapid infusion systems and the risk of thromboembolic events if overtreated with blood products and haemostatic agents to a hypercoagulable state. The aims of therapy are commonly considered across the centres as follow: The therapeutic targets if viscoelastic testing is used are depicted in the two algorithms for ROTEM and TEG provided by the centres in Cologne (ROTEM; Fig. 3 ) and Copenhagen (TEG; Fig. 4) [17, 18] . The aim of this resuscitation regimen is to maintain an almost normal viscoelastic haemostatic assay (VHA) profile during the resuscitation phase.
Discussion
The present study highlights the diversity in clinical practice management of severe trauma haemorrhage. All six trauma centres assessed here have developed and implemented local algorithms and protocols for the bleeding trauma patient and work with multidisciplinary teams within their trauma bays as suggested by the updated 2013 European guideline for the management of bleeding and coagulopathy after major trauma [2] . Therefore, the value of treatment algorithms in improving trauma care but also deviations from these pathways has been recognized [3, 4] . Within all settings, these algorithms and protocols are uniformly activated by clinical triggers and deactivated once the bleeding has clinically stopped combined with laboratory signs of achieved haemostasis. In particular the latter is of utmost importance given the potential risks of overtransfusion and overcorrection of haemostasis. Differences among the centres with respect to laboratory targets include the level of fibrinogen and platelets. 
The degree of coagulopathy and shock is mostly assessed via standard coagulation tests and ABGs. Of interest, only four centres (only COL and CPH on a regular basis) perform extended viscoelastic testing to assess the severity of the coagulopathy in more detail. Early variables of clot firmness assessed via viscoelastic methods have been demonstrated to be good predictors for the need of massive transfusion and outcome with faster availability compared to standard coagulation tests [17, 18] . The use of viscoelastic methods to assist in characterizing the coagulopathy and in guiding haemostatic therapy is emphasized by the updated European guideline and the grade of recommendation has been lifted from grade 2C in 2010 to grade 1C in 2013 [2] .
All centres recognize the immediate use of fibrinolysis inhibitor TXA in cases of severe trauma and/or shock prior to any other measure or even blood sampling based upon the results of the CRASH-2 trial [19] . In order to provide optimum conditions for effective coagulation environmental factors are addressed by all algorithms and protocols [20] . All centres start their initial resuscitation by using transfusion packages with pre-fixed universal blood product combinations immediately delivered to the trauma bay by local blood banks. This approach follows the concept of "damage control resuscitation" by applying blood products at different pre-defined ratios to the bleeding trauma patient [21] [22] [23] . While this concept for bleeding trauma patients continues to be implemented and executed around the world, some concerns about using this approach have recently been raised, as it may not achieve correction of either hypoperfusion or coagulopathy during the acute phase of trauma haemorrhage [24, 25] . The recently published PROPPR-trial did not show a difference in mortality at 24 h and 30 days among patients with severe trauma and massive bleeding transfused with plasma, platelets and RBCs in a 1:1:1 compared to a 1:1:2 ratio [26] . If patients are overtriaged to this concept it may also be associated with worse outcomes [27] . As observed in the present study, transfusion packages including applied ratios, although with a common therapeutic aim of stopping bleeding and correcting coagulopathy, may substantially vary between centres with regard to their composition thus making outcome comparisons rather difficult. One avenue to provide a solution would be further evidence in treatment of bleeding patients and -if applicable -an adjustment of protocols [28] . Therefore, delivering universal guidelines for different environments targeting the treatment of haemostatic abnormalities in bleeding trauma patients which are based on primary research and evidence is the aim of the EU FP-7 funded TACTIC project. Two centres (COL and CPH) initially start with transfusion packages but with viscoelastic tests running in parallel to quickly allow to shift towards a viscoelastic test-guided therapy subsequently [29, 30] . Via this approach the patients receive one unguided transfusion package with universal blood products at maximum in the acute phase and may thus be prevented from overtransfusion and the potentially harmful effects of allogenic blood products [31] [32] [33] . The overall and targeted aim of this approach is to maintain as normal viscoelastic profiles as possible during the resuscitation phase, given that hypocoagulable profiles have repeatedly been associated with increased mortality [30, 34] .
The optimum way to resuscitate bleeding trauma patients remains unclear and, as shown in the present study, diversity in clinical practice management exists even across major level I centres. Although it may be likely that goal-directed viscoelastic test-guided haemostatic resuscitation is superior over unguided administration of transfusion packages aiming for the administration of pre-fixed ratios of universal blood products, data from prospective, randomized clinical trials that support either approach are 
Conclusions
This study offers valuable information about similarities and differences in the acute treatment of bleeding patients in six different trauma centres across central and northern Europe. With regard to limitations of this analysis of a questionnaire and different transfusion protocols accordingly, the results presented show that in all centres algorithms for the acute treatment do exist. Although recommended in the updated European guidelines even in the participating centres viscoelastic guided therapy and pre-hospital blood administration cannot be regarded as standard approach.
Thus, this study underlines the importance of further primary research followed by clinical trials to improve the evidence for sophisticated guidelines, which is a future aim of the EU FP-7 TACTIC project. 
